Travellers in India

the sole cause of divorce, and polygamy was
rare, though practised. The traveller takes occa-
sion to point out the inconvenience of the law
forbidding the remarriage of widows. Suttee,*
to judge from della Valle's statement that he
had not so fart seen an actual example? seems to
\ have been decreased by the Mogul discourage-
: ment of the rite. The attitude of the Moham-
,; medan sovereigns of India toward the practice
| of suttee may be described as permissive under
protest. They did not actually forbid it, but
required the would-be devotee to obtain a
licence from the governor of her district, who
never gave it till he had examined the woman
with the utmost strictness to see that it was of
her own free will that she was sacrificing herself.
It is to this policy that della Valle attributes
the scarcity of suttees near Surat and Cambay.

Ahrnedabad was the next place that della
Valle visited. Here he remarked two pulpits
" handsomely built of stone, . . . where 'tis the
Custome to read the King's Commandments
publicly." We learn that Ahmedabad shared
with Agra, Mandu, and Lahore the" privilege of
being the seat of the Great Mogul's Palace and
Court. On attempting to leave Ahmedabad for
Cambay, della Valle was inconvenienced by a
proclamation which had been made in the

* It is interesting to notice that between 1815 and 1828 tliere were 8}i 34
instances of suttee in British India. It was forbidden in 1829.

t It should be remembered that della Valle had as yet only visited Surat
and Cambay, and his generalisations apply to this district only,
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